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Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 
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4) K Claim(s) 7-29 is/are pending in the application. 
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6) S Claim(s) 1^29 is/are rejected. 

7) D Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 
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Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 
Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121 (d). 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Amendment 

1 . This communication is responsive to the amendment filed on 8/4/06. 
Accordingly, claims 1-29 are currently pending in this application. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 1- 29 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Thomas et al. (US 2005/0198063) in view of Prehn (US 2003/01 17280). 
Regarding claims 1 and 15, Thomas teaches a router (local computer located within 
home 102; Fig. 1) for interfacing with a home automation system comprising: means for 
receiving a control signal from a remote computer via Internet notifications (page 7, 
paragraphs 78 and 83), the control signal received by the router via a communications 
network (page 7, paragraph 79; facilitated by the Internet); means for transmitting the 
control signal to at least one appliance to control the appliance in accordance with the 
control signal (page 8, paragraph 90); and means for transmitting a reply to the remote 
computer via Internet notifications regarding a status of the appliance (page 7, 
paragraphs 78 and 82-83; status information displayed at the remote computer). 
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Thomas teaches sending control signals and transmitting replies via Internet 
notifications, but does not explicitly disclose the Internet notification as an instant 
messenger application. 

However, it is known in the art that an instant messenger application is a type of 
Internet notification. 

Furthermore, Prehn discloses a home automation system incorporating instant 
messaging (page 4, paragraph 22). 

In view of this, it would have been obvious to one skilled in the art to include an 
instant messenger application, for the purpose of providing real-time communication, 
with an immediate response regarding the status of the appliance. 
Regarding claims 2 and 16, Thomas teaches the control signal transmitting means 
configured to transmit the control signal to the appliance in accordance with a 
standardized home automation interface (page 2, paragraph 18). 
Regarding claims 3 and 17, Thomas teaches the router further comprising: means for 
interfacing with the appliance via a home automation system interface unit configured to 
control a plurality of appliances, the interfacing means compatible with a standardized 
home automation interface (page 2, paragraph 18). 

Regarding claims 4 and 18, Thomas teaches the home automation system interface 
unit is a transceiver configured to control the plurality of appliances (page 2, paragraph 
18). 

Regarding claims 5 and 19, Thomas teaches Internet notifications between a remote 
and local computer, which requires access or logging on to the system. 
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Thomas fails to explicitly disclose means for logging onto an instant messenger 
server; and means for functioning as an instant messenger client to receive the control 
signal. 

However, Prehn teaches logging onto an instant messenger server; and means 
for functioning as an instant messenger client to receive the control signal (page 4, 
paragraph 22). 

In view of this, it would have been obvious to one skilled in the art to log into an 
instant messenger server, for the purpose of communicating in a real-time manner. 
Regarding claims 6 and 20, the combined system of Thomas and Prehn teach a home 
automation service including an instant messenger application. Thomas further teaches 
the router further comprising: means for receiving an event signal from the appliance 
(page 7, paragraphs 81 and 82); and means for transmitting a message to the remote 
computer via Internet notifications regarding the event signal from the appliance (page 
7, paragraphs 78 and 82). 

Thomas teaches transmitting a message via Internet notifications, but does not 
explicitly disclose the Internet notification as an instant message. 

However, it is known in the art that an instant message is a type of Internet 
notification. 

Furthermore, Prehn discloses transmitting instant messages (page 4, paragraph 

22). 

In view of this, it would have been obvious to one skilled in the art to transmit 
instant messages, for the purpose of providing real-time communication. 
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Regarding claims 7 and 21, the combined system of Thomas and Prehn teach a router 
and means for transmitting a message to the instant messenger application. 

Thomas and Prehn fail to explicitly disclose maintaining a firewall in the router. 

However, it is well known in the art that firewalls can be implemented in routers. 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one skilled in the art to maintain a firewall in 
the router; and means for transmitting a message to the instant messenger application 
through the firewall wall, in order to provide a secure means of transmitting messages 
through the use of an instant messenger service. 

Regarding claim 8, Thomas teaches a router (local computer located within home 102; 
Fig. 1) for interfacing with a home automation system via a communications network, 
comprising: a network interface for communicating with a communications. network (Fig. 
1 ; page 2, paragraph 18); a home automation system interface for communicating with 
a home automation system (Fig. 1; located within home 102; page 2, paragraph 18); 
and a computer system for executing computer readable code (page 9, paragraph 101 ), 
the computer system having a processor coupled to a memory (page 9, paragraph 101; 
processor must exist to execute instructions), the memory having computer readable 
code which when executed by the processor causes the router to implement the method 
described above in the rejection of claim 1. Furthermore, Thomas teaches the control 
signal transmitted to the appliance via the home automation system interface (page 8, 
paragraph 90; located within home 102). 

Regarding claim 9, the same limitations are taught in the rejection of claim 2. 
Regarding claim 10, the same limitations are taught in the rejection of claim 3. 
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Regarding claim 11, the same limitations are taught in the rejection of claim 4. 
Regarding claim 12, the same limitations are taught in the rejection of claim 5. 
Regarding claim 13, the same limitations are taught in the rejection of claim 6. 
Regarding claim 14, the same limitations are taught in the rejection of claim 7. 
Regarding claim 22, Thomas teaches an Internet as the communications network (Fig. 
1, Internet 104). 

Regarding claim 23, Thomas teaches a computer readable media having computer 
readable code which when executed by a processor of a router causes the router to 
implement a method for interfacing with a home automation system via a 
communications network (page 9, paragraph 101). The combined method of Thomas 
and Prehn further teach the same limitations described in the rejection of claim 1 . 
Regarding claim 24, the same limitations are taught in the rejection of claim 2. 
Regarding claim 25, the same limitations are taught in the rejection of claim 3. 
Regarding claim 26, the same limitations are taught in the rejection of claim 4. 
Regarding claim 27, the same limitations are taught in the rejection of claim 5. 
Regarding claim 28, the same limitations are taught in the rejection of claim 6. 
Regarding claim 29, the same limitations are taught in the rejection of claim 7. 



Response to Arguments 

3. Applicant's arguments filed 8/4/06 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. Applicant argues the Thomas et al. reference fails to teach a router 
receiving a control signal from an instant messaging application, the control signal 
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received by the router via a communications network, and transmitting the control signal 
to a home appliance, and transmitting a reply to the instant messaging application 
regarding a status of the appliance. However, Examiner respectfully disagrees and 
would to direct the applicant's attention to the above-cited page and paragraph 
numbers. The Thomas reference describes a local computer receiving a control signal 
via an Internet notification, transmitting the control signal to the home appliance, and 
transmitting a reply to the instant messaging application regarding a status of the 
appliance. Thomas teaches an Internet notification, but fails to explicitly teach an instant 
message. However, an instant message is a type of an Internet notification. 
Furthermore, the applicant disagrees with the use of the Prehn reference to illustrate an 
instant messaging system. However, both the Thomas and Prehn references relate to a 
remote monitoring and control system and Prehn's instant messaging system is a type 
of Internet notification described in the Thomas reference. Therefore, the Thomas and 
Prehn references teach all of the claimed limitations and the rejection has been 
maintained. 

Conclusion 

4. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .1 36(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
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shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .1 36(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Rhonda Murphy whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
3185. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday 8:00 - 4:30pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Chau Nguyen can be reached on (571) 272-3126. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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Examiner 
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